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On or about October 31, 1975, within the Lastern 


District of New York, defendants COSME A. CACDRES, LLOPOLD 
LOZANO and JOSE A. LIRIANO, with intent to defraud did utter 


and publish counterfeited United States currency, to wit, 


\ one counterfeited twenty collar Federal Reserve tiote, Serial 
Mumber F676815C9A, to Leo-Pete Grocery, 1455 Broadway, Astoria, 
New York, the defencants COSMF A. LEOPOLD LOZANO, and JOSE A. 
LIRIANO, knowing such note to be counterfeited. (Title 13, 
: United States Code, Section 472 and Section 2). 
COUNT POUR 
On or about October 31, 1975, within the Eastern 
District of New York, defendants COSMz A. CACNRES, LEOPOLD 
LOZANO, and JOSE A. LIRIANO, with intent to defraud, did 
‘ 
utter and publish counterfeited United States currenty, to 
m wit, one counterfeited twenty dollar Federal Reserve Note, 
Serial Number F676381639A, to Pasticceria LatTorre at 32-19 
e 
Broadway, Astoria, Uvew York, the defendants COS A. CACLPES, 
LEOPOLD LOZANO and JOSE A. LIRIANO, Knowing such note to Le 
counterfeited. (Title 18, United Siates Cede, Section 472 
and Section 2). 
© COUNT FIVE 


On or about October 31, 1975, within the “astern 
District of ilew York, defendants COSME A. CACERTS, LEOPSLD 


LOZANO and JOSE A. LIRIANO, with intent to defraud had in 
their possession counterfeited United States currency, to 


wit, approximately six counterfeit twenty collar Feceral 


anc one counter- 


feited fifty collar Federal Reserve Note, Serial Number 


331985757A, the cefendants COS“Z A. CACEPIS, LEOPOLD LOZANO, 


and JOSE A. LIRIANO, knowing such notes to be counterfeit 


(Title 18, United States Code, Section 472 and Section 2). 
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On or about October 31, 1975, 
District of New York, defendant JOS 
to defraud, did have in his 
States currency, to wit, on 
Federal Reserve tote, Serial 
SOSE A. LIRIANO, knowing such 


United States Code, 


On or about October 31, 1975, within 
District of New York, 
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otates currency, ¢t 


Federal Reserve 


OVER 


1) On or about October 


COSHE A. CACERES, LEOPOLD LOZANO 


to discuss the disposition of a quantit 


Federal Reserve Notes. 


2) On or about Cctcber 31, the defendant 


COSMP A. CACERES entered the Sip Sx at 
Broadway in Astoria Queens. 
3 On or about October 3l, 
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Interpreter Barron-Boyne present - trial resumed - 

trial contd to 6-9-76 | 

Before BRAMWELL, J - case called - Deft & counsel présent - 
Interpreter Mr, Barron-Boyne present - trial resumed 

Govt rests - deft moves pursuant to Rule 29 etc. mofio 

kixk trial contd to June 10, 1976 @ 10:30 am. 


denied |- c. 
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Before BREMWELL,J.-Case called- deft and caquns¢l | 
present- interpteter present- trial rosumed-deft | 


rests-deft renews motion pursuant to Rule 29, etc. 
motions daied-tréal contd to 6/14/76 
Govts Requests to Charge filed, 


Before BRAMWELL, J - case called - deft & counsel present ~ 
Interpreter Albert Barron-Boyne present - trial resum¢d 4 ~ °° | _ 
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Charge of the Court oa 


Count 7 of the indictment is based on Title 
18 of the United States Code, Section 472, which 
I will now read to you: 

“Whoever with intent to defraud, keeps in 
his possession any counterfeited currency of the 
United States shall be guilty of an offense against 
the laws of the United States." 

The Essential Elements of the Offense. 


Count 7 of the indictment charges that on 


with intent to defraud, had in his possession counter- 
feited United States currency, to wit, on2 counter- 
feited $20 Federal Reserve note, knowing such note 
to be counterfeited. 

The essential elements of the offense charced 
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